MICHIGAN

=r#Education
Exceeding 1% Cap on Participation in State
Alternate Assessment Intermediate School

District (ISD) Summary Justification Form
FY 2022-2023

ISD Name: Mecosta-Osceola ISD

All intermediate school districts must complete this summary form regarding the percentage
of students assessed using Michigan’s alternate assessment (MI-Access). This includes
justification forms from member districts/public school academies (PSA) that assessed more
than 1% of students in the spring of 2022 using MI-Access.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Mecosta-Osceola ISD:

Spring 2022
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 3886 102 2.6
Mathematics 3883 102 2.6
Science 1686 45 2.7
Social Studies 1670 33 2

Data Total

Number of member districts/PSAs including the ISD 7

Number of member districts/PSAs including the ISD (only if the ISD runs internal programs)
that assessed more than 1% of all students tested in the spring of 2022 using MI-Access (in 5
grades 3-8 and 11)
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Technical Assistance and Professional Development

Tier I: In the winter of 2022, MDE provided feedback to each ISD, providing
recommendations regarding technical assistance or professional development for their
constituent districts. ISDs responded to this feedback in a variety of ways and carried out
support to districts as appropriate. In the first table below, outline the general technical
assistance or professional development provided to all districts regarding state assessment
decisions or better targeting instruction. Specific or targeted technical assistance provided to
a small groups of districts to address specific concerns should not be listed here, but rather
in the next section (Tier II/III).

Date Occurred

Summary of Technical Assistance and/or Professional Development
or Planned

08/16/2022 Reviewed and shared the assessment selection tool at LEA meeting
11/22/2022 Shared information to LEA supervisors regarding Tier 1, Tier II, Tier III justification and
supports after following up with MDE. This included reviewing proficiency data for MiAccess.

Tier II/III: MDE’s response to ISDs in 2022 (based on 2021 data) provided specific
recommendations for each LEA, based on their participation rate or other information
provided on Justification Forms. Please outline targeted assistance provided (or planned) to
member districts following MDE’s recommendation. Please include assistance provided that
may have exceeded MDE recommendations.

Date Occurred Summary of Technical Assistance and/or Professional

Member District

or Planned Development

Chippewa Hills School District |01/06/2023 Reviewed LEA's MiAccess scores and proficiency rates for teams
to reevaluate the students taking alternate assessments.

What resources or support does the ISD need from MDE to continue to provide targeted
assistance or professional development to member districts on the topic of alternate
assessment participation?

It will be helpful in the future to received the Tiered information prior to the release of the
data and when the justifications will need to be completed so at the ISD level we can be
more preventative in nature.
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Assurances

Please provide the following assurances.

The ISD has provided or will provide targeted assistance to member districts/PSAs that have
been flagged for disproportionality for participation in the alternate assessment as outlined
on the previous page.

®Yes O No

Targeted assistance and professional development include an emphasis on member
districts/PSAs using the state assessment selection guidance documents and online
trainings.

®Yes O No

Assessment selection is an IEP team decision and will not be overridden by administrative or
procedural decisions.

®Yes O No

ISD Comments (None)

MDE Comments (None)
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MICHIGAN

=r#Education
Member District

Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form
FY 2022-2023

Member District: Mecosta-Osceola ISD

The Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) places a 1% cap on alternate assessment (MI-
Access) participation at the state level. Member districts that contribute to the state
exceeding its participation cap must submit information to the Intermediate School District
(ISD) justifying the need to exceed the 1% threshold. In addition, ISDs that run programs
(functioning as a member district) must complete the form as a member district.

Each ISD collects information from member districts to submit to the state.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Mecosta-Osceola ISD:

Spring 2022
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 60 36 60
Mathematics 61 36 59
Science 28 14 50
Social Studies 13 0 0

V] By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified
against the district level data provided in the ISD level report.

Contributing Factors

Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments?
® Yes O No

Select the option that applies:
O Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. ® 5 or more students took MI-Access.
Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with

the most significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district
within a region or ISD)?
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®Yes O No

Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data (page 1), complete the following table.

Assessment Data Table Number

Total number of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 11 only 162
(M-STEP + PSAT Grade 8 + SAT + MI-Access).

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 86
Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 0

team (do not include students who are residents of the district or who have enrolled through
school of choice processes).

Adjusted Total 162
Adjusted Participation Number 86
Adjusted Rate 53.1%

Please describe other justification:
We operate a center based programs.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

Projected Participation Rate 2022

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2022

0,
(per the response on the 2021 alternate assessment projected participation form) 0.9%

Using students’ IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current
data, complete the following table to calculate the 2023 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number

Total number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 65
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 20
in any content area

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 61.5%
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Local Plan

Member districts are expected to provide professional development and technical assistance
to staff to ensure high expectations are being held for all students, including students with
the most significant cognitive disabilities. This includes reviewing local data, IEPs, student
outcomes, and ISD feedback as part of that process.

Did the district provide professional development to new and existing staff regarding the
definition of “Students with the Most Significant Cognitive Disabilities”?

®Yes O No

Did the district use a formal process to review and record decisions made by IEP teams
regarding assessment selection?

®Yes O No

Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from MI-Access, district level
data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of
targeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take MI-Access?

®Yes O No

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking MI-Access with
recommended action from the ISD as a result of the submitted justification forms last year
(this may have come later in the spring)?

®Yes O No

Please outline the professional development and technical assistance provided to staff
regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table
below. This should include activity from January 1, 2022 to current day, as well as any
planned or scheduled activity that is yet to be carried out for this school year.

Audience Topics and Method of Training Planned/Completed

All SE Teacher Review the flowchart and 09/09/2022 Completed
determination of selection of the
assessments. Reviewed at each IEP
and reviewed to start the school year.
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Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member district require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD
or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state summative
assessment tool based on the state guidelines?

OYes ® No

Assurances
Please provide the following assurances.

The member district IEP team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the
alternate assessment.

®Yes O No

The member district allows IEP team members to decide which students take an alternate
assessment.

®Yes O No

The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment.

® Yes O No
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Big Rapids Public Schools (54010)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Big Rapids Public 5¢
clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the 15D, the applicable district i

5Ds may return this form for modificatio
Form.

10) for 15D review. 15Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form
ormation will need to be included in the I5D Summary Justificati

Data

Below are the 1% Participation

Schools (54010):

ates for Big Rapids Pub

Participation Rate
English Language Arts 1085 12 1.1
Mathematics 1024 12 1.1
Science 488 6 1.2
Social Studies 435 6 1.2

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified against the district level data provided in the I5D leve!

report.®

Contributing Factors

Question Yes No

Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments?

Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access.

5 or more students took M

Question Yes No

Did the district operate & center-based program or regional collaborati students with significant cognitive disabilities {serving students from in and outside of the district ~ ®

within & region or ISDJ? . :
zing the Alternate Assessment data reports, complete the following table.

Assessment Data Table Number

Total Number of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 11 only (M-STEP + PSAT Grade 8 + 5AT = |

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8and 11.

Students from outside the district placed in dis regional center-based program by IEP team (do not include students who are residents of hte district or who have enrolled through

school of choice processes).

Adjusted Total 0
Adjusted Participation Number 0
Adjusted Rate 0%

P

ease describe other justification:

big box stores, Ferris State University and Spectrum Health.
&t have demonstrated significant

Big Rapids Public 5chools is the 15D hub and is the desired school of choice within our 15D due to emp!
Students enter our schools with various levels of need, including students presenting with sever cognitive di
impairmentsthat have had IEP teams determining the need for students to determinatio

yment opportunities in the area, such as
ties with eligiblity catagories ranging from Cl wo ASD ¢

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023 05T
(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) :

icipation rate.

Using students’ IEP information, Mi complete the following table to calculate the 2023 projecte

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number

thoutan IEP 1086

chool Data System {

Total Number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4,5,6,7, 8, 11 with o

Total number of students tate summative assessments in any content area 7

vnose |IEPs designate MI-Access fo

Projected Participation Rate for 2023

Local Plan

Did the district provide professional develo ive Disabilities™?

Did the district use & formal process to review a

Nir rhe dicreict nea Antramas dara iruerent and nase recoite fram Ml-Arracs district laval dara nrngrecs manitaring dara and athar farmativa claccranm daral far tha nornaces nf




e KR I Ik i L et A S ek L A L | s £8 e —

[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take Ml
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Cess

Did the district receive feedback on the participatio
|this may have come later in the spring)?

rate for students taking M-/

ess with recommended action from the 15D as a result of the submitted justification forms last year s ~

Please outline the professional development and technical assistance provided to staff regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table below. This should include activity
from January 1, 2022 to current day, as well as any planned or scheduled ac that is yet to be carried out for this school year.

Topics and Method of Training Planned/Completed
EEhETE Takin.g. Alte.r"at_i'\.fe. #.sselssmen: Flow C?‘a.‘t: Re\.'iew.of the difference between cognitive impairment & MOST SEVERE 1071772022 Completed ¥
cognitive disabilities: Weekly Updates/Virtual Meeting

Taking Alternativ
cognitive disabilities:

essment Flow Chart; Review of the difference between cognitive impairment & MOST SEVERE

Weekly Updates/Virtual Meeting el Completed

Taking Alternative Assessment Flow Chart; Review of the difference between cognitive impairment & MOST SEVERE
Case Managers cognitive disabilities; Comparison with LRE/Standards in which goals are based on/Rationale for Testing 10/21/2022 Completed v
Professional Development Day

Case Managers

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the ISD regarding disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment? @] -

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member district require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state - _
summative assessment tool based on the state guidelines?

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member district require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state - _
summative assessment tool based on the state guidelines?

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Flease provide the following assurances.

The member district IEP team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the alternate assessment. ® o)
The member district allows IEP team members to decide which students take an alternate assessment. ® o
The member district addresses any issues of dispropaortionality in statewide assessment. ® O

District Comments

EBig Rapids continues to be the district of choice within our 15D due to emp

/ment opportunities and Ferris State University. Many students have moved into the district this year with M-
We continue to monitor the need use the flow chart at IEPs to determine appropriate student participation. Our district is pulling longitudinal data to review if students have maintained the
proficiency. IEF Teams in which students have met or surpassed expectations will review appropriate programming and assessments selected.

e55 testing needs.
levels of

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
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Chippewa Hills School District (54025)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Chippewa Hills School District (54025) for ISD review. I5Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, 15Ds may return this form for mod
oy clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the 1SD, the applicable district information will need to be included in the ISD Summary Justification Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Chippewa Hills School District (54025):

English Language Arts 885 25 28
Mathematics 885 4 27
Sdence 388 14 36

Social Studies 388 14 3.6

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified against the district level data provided in the ISD leve
report.®

Contributing Factors

Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments? O [

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district o ®
within & region or I5D)7
Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data reports, complete the following table.
Assessment Data Table Number
Total Number of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 11 only (M-STEP + PSAT Grade 8 + SAT +
Total Number of students tested with Ml-Access in grades 3-8and 11.
Students from outside the district placed in district's regional center-based program by IEP team (do not include students who are residents of hte district or who have enrolled through
school of choice processes).
Adjusted Total [
Adjusted Participation Number 0
Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other justification:

The district tested more than 500 students on the ELA and Math and less than 500 for Science and Social Studies due to the assessments given at the varying grade levels.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

0.9%
(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form)
Using students' IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current data, complete the following table to calculate the 2023 projected participation rate.
Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number
Total Number of students enrolled in grades 3,4, 5,6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 826
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 20
Projected Participation Rate for 2023 2.3%
Local Plan
Member districts are expected to provide professional development and technical assistance to staff to ensure high expectations are being held for all students, including students with the most sig ant cognitive

disabilities. This includes reviewing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and 150 feedback as part of that process.

Did the district provide professional de ment ew and existing staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Maost Sign t Cognitive Disabilities™

Did the district use & formal process to review and record decisions made by IEP teams regarding assessment selection?

Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from MI-Access, district level data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of & P
[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take MI- } j
Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking Mi-Access with recommended action from the ISD as & result of the submitted justification forms last year @ .'

|this may have come later in the spring)?

Local Plan
Member districts are expected to provide professional development and technical assistance to staff to ensure high expectations are being held for all students, including students with the most significant cognitive



disabilities. This includes re ing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and |5D feedback as part of that process.

Q

Did the district provide professional development to new and ting staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Maost Sign nt Cognitive Disabilities™

Did the district use & formal process to review and record decisions made by IEP teams regarding assessment selection? C
Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from MI-Access, district level data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of @ O
[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take MI-Access?

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking M ss with recommended action from the I5D as a result of the submitted justification forms last year & o

|this may have come later in the spring)?

Please outline the professional development and technical assistance provided to staff regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table below. This should include activity
from January 1, 2022 to current day, as well as any planned or scheduled activity that is yet to be carried out for this school year.

Topics and Method of Training

Administrators, Casemanagers SE Assessment spreadsheets, should my student take an alternate assessment 8/22/2022 Completed v

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the ISD regarding disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment?

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member district require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state .' @

summative assessment tool based on the state guidelines?

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Please provide the following assurances.

The member district IEP team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the alternate assessment.

The member district allows IEP team members to decide which students take an alternate assessment.

The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment.

District Comments

Qur district collaborates as a team to determine the most appropriate assessment for each student to take. Unfortunately, our percentage remains high due to the number of cognitively impaired students and
em, we hope that the number of students needing the most intensive instruction will decline.

classrooms

we continue to implement our MTS5

15D Comments
(required if 15D is returning to district for modifications)
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Evart Public Schools (67020)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Evart Public Schools (67020) for 150 review. ISDs may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, 15SDs may return this form for modifications by
clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the ISD, the applicable district information will need to be included in the 1SD Summary Justification Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Evart Public 5choo

English Language Arts 436 9 21
Mathematics 432 8 19
Science 178 6 34

Social Studies 177 6 34

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified against the district level data provided in the 15D level
report.®
Contributing Factors

Question Yes No

Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments?

Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access.

Access. - =

5 or more students took M

Question Yes No

Did the district
within

students with significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the di

Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data reports, complete the following table.

Assessment Data Table Number

Total Number of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 11 only (M-STEP + PSAT Grade B + SAT + MI-A

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11.

Students from outside the district placed in district's regional center-based program by IEP team (do not include students who are residents of hte district or who have enrolled through
school of choice processes).

Adjusted Total 0

Adjusted Participation Number 0

Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other jus n:

Students who were not assigned to take the alternate assignment were given the alternate assignment by & wrong assumption. Reports are able to be run currently from EdPlan to ensure this will not happen

again.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

0.9%
(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) '
Using students' IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current data, complete the following table to calculate the 2023 projected participation rate.
Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number
Total Number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 320
Total number of students whose IEPs designate Ml-Access for state summative assessments in any conient area 4

Projected Participation Rate for 2023

Local Plan
Member districts are expected to provide professional development and technical assistance to staff to ensure high expectations are being held for all students, including students with the most significant cognitive
ing local data, |IEPs, student outcomes, and 15D feedback as part of that process.

disa ies. This includes rev

Did the district provide professional development ew and existing staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Most Significant Cognitive Disabilities™

Did the district use a formal process to review and record decisions made by |IEP teams regarding assessment selection? ® C
Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from MI-Access, district level data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of ® o
[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take MI-Access?

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking M ess with recommended action from the ISD as a result of the submitted justification forms last year ® o

|this may have come later in the spring)?




se outline

a ssional development and technical assistance provided to staff regarding targeting student instructi
from January 1, 2022 to current day, as well as any planned or scheduled a ; that is yet to be carried out for this school y

Topics and Method of Training

d assessment selection decisions in the table bel

This should include activity

Planned/Completed
EPS special education teachers Professional Development: MDE flow chart on assessment selection, selection of alternate standards 1/31/2023

e testing 2/28/2023

EPS testing assignment staff Professional Development: Procedures to assign alter

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive not

ion from the ISD regarding disproportion ernate a55EsSment? ®

participation in the

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member district require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are bein

guidelines?

o
Il
i
h
n
I
il
o
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3

ing the most appropriate state - =

summati ttool based on the st

ses5Me

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Does the member district require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are bein

W
n
in
m
n
"
m
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n
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ing the most appropriate state - =

summative assessment tool based on the state guidelines?

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Please provide the foll

The member district IEP team members fo

the state guidelines for participation in the alternate assessment. o

The member district allows IEP team members to decide which students take an alternate assessment. ® &)

The member district addresses any issues of disprop vide assessment. - Q

District Comments

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to dis

ct for modifications)
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Morley Stanwood Community Schools (54040)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Morley Stanwood Community Schools (54040) for 15D review. ISDs may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, 15Ds may return this form for
modifications by clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the ISD, the applicable district information will need to be included in the ISD Summary Justification Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Mo

v Stanwood Community Schools (54040}

English Language Arts 543 5| 09
Mathematics 542 ] i1
Science 245 2 0.8

[
I
n
(]
=1
m

Social Studies

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified against the district level data provided in the 15D leve
report®

Contributing Factors

Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments? o} [

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district ~ _
within a region or ISDJ? .

Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data reports, complete the following table.

Assessment Data Table Number

Total Number of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 11 only (M-5TEP + PSAT Grade B + SAT + MI-Access).

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11.

Students from outside the district placed in dis who are residents of hte district or who have enrolled through

school of choice processes).

ct's regional center-based program by IEP team (do not include student

Adjusted Total 0

Adjusted Participation Number

Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other justification:

ichart and discussed with teacher.

Had a larger number of students assigned ¢ e gssessment in the middle school categorical room than expected. Sentvideo and flo

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) oe%
Using students' IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current data, complete the following table to calculate the 2023 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number

Total Mumber of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5,6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an |[EP 571

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for e summative assessments in any content area 5

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 0.9%

Local Plan

Member districts are expected to provide professional development and technical assistance to siaff to ensure high expectations are being held for all students, including students with the most significant cognitive
disabilities. This includes reviewing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and 15D feedback as part of that process.

Q

opment to new and &:

Did the district provide professional dew ing staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Most Sig © Cognitive Disabilities™

Did the district use & formal process to review and record decisions made by IEP teams regarding assessment selection? —
Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from MI-Access, district level data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of @ .
[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take Ml-Access?

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking Mi-Access with recommended action from the ISD as a result of the submitted justification forms last year ® .

|this may have come later in the spring)?




Please outline the professional development and technical assistance provided to staff regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table below. This should include activity

from January 1, 2022 o current day, as well as any planned or scheduled activity that is yet to be carried out for this school y

Topics and Method of Training
Shared training video - https//mdoe.state.mi.us/mdedocuments/AssessmentselectionGuidelinesTraining/page2734.himl and
SE teachers "Should my student take the Alternative Assessment” flowchart with all SE teachers. Reviewed IEPs to make sure that 12/5/2022 Completed v

appropriate students were designated for the Alternative Assessment.

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the 15D regarding disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment?

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member district require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state - @

summative assessment tool based on the state guidelines?

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Please provide the following assurances.

The member district |EP team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the alternate assessment.

The member district allows IEP team members to decide which students take an alternate assessment. ® 8]

The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment.

District Comments

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
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Reed City Area Public Schools (67060)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Reed City Area Public Schools (67060) for 15D review. I5Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, ISDs may return this form for modifications
oy clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the ISD, the applicable district information will need to be included in the 150 Summary Justification Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Reed City /

English Language Arts 712 12 21
Mathematics 714 16 22
Science 305 3 1

w
o
un
i

Social Studies

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified against the district level data provided in the I1SD level
report.*

Contributing Factors

Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments? @] [

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collabora
within a region or ISD)?

tudents with significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district -

Utilizing the Alternat

ssessment data reports, complete the following table.

Assessment Data Table Number

Total Number of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 11 only (M-STEP + PSAT Grade B + SAT+ M

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11.

Students from outside the district placed in district's regional center-based program by IEP team (do not include students who are residents of hte district or who have enrolled through
school of choice processes).

Adjusted Total 0

Adjusted Participation Number 0

Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other justification:

After doing a deep dive review of the data from the spring of 2022, IEP teams were challenged to utilize the state assessment flowchart model to assist in driving the decision around individual testing
participation. Team meetings and training took place on how to properly use the flowchart and use data to determine what state assessments should be taken for each student.

Also, our 2021-2022 third grade and sixth grade group had & number of students who qualify for special education services under the label of cognitive impairment or other significant impairments. Five students
from these two groups made up & large portion of our percentage.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected part 0.5%
Using students' IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current data, complete the following table to calculate the 2023 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number

Total Number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 756

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 11

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1.5%

Local Plan
Member districts are expected to provide professional development and technical assistance to staff to ensure high expectations are being held for all students, including students with the most signifi
disabilities. This includes reviewing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and 15D feedback as part of that process.

nt cognitive

Did the district provide professional development to new and existing staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Maost Signi t Cognitive Disabilities™

Did the district use a formal process to review and record decisions made by IEP teams regarding assessment s on?

Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from MI-Access, district level data, progress monitoring dats, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of
[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take Ml
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|this may have come later in the spring)?
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Please outline the professional development and technical assistance provided to staff regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table below. This should include activity
from January 1, 2022 to current day, as well as any planned or scheduled activity that is yet to be carried out for this school y

Topics and Method of Training Planned/Completed
Use of the Alternate Assessment Flowchart. During Child Study sessions, grade level teams, along with special
educators, reviewed classroom and testing accommodations. During this collaboration, special education

Teachers and Building Administration administration provided guidance and feedback directly related to state assessment determination within the IEP 114972022 Completed v
process. The flowchart and interactive flowchart was used to practice and assist in the process of the child study
groups.
Use of the Alternate Assessment Flowchart. During Child Study sessions, grade level teams, along with special
educators, reviewed classroom and testing accommodations. During this collaboration, special education

Teachers and Building Administration administration provided guidance and feedback directly related to state assessment determination within the IEP 11/16/2022 Completed v
process. The flowchart and interactive flowchart was used to practice and assist in the process of the child study
groups.
High Quality IEPs. This training is provided by the MOISD and aims to improve all aspects of the IEP, includin, -

Special Education Teachers = Q_ - Y R Bl y P e 1/16/2023
determining the appropriate use of state assessments.

. . High Quality IEPs. This training is provided by the MOISD and aims to improve all aspects of the |EP, includin mmam

Special Education Teachers = Q_ e ° £ P_ . N " N i e 2/17/2023

determin ng the EQPI'C'QFIGtE use of state assessments.

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the ISD regarding disproportionality in participation in the alternate as

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member district require addit
ve assessment tool based on ©

nal resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state
e state guidelines?

suUmma

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Please provide the following assurances.

The member district IEP team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the alternate assessment.

The member district allows IEP team members to decide which students take an alternate assessment. ® 8]

The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment. ® Q

District Comments

Reed City Area Public Schools is committed to providing an outstanding education for all of its students, including students with disabilities. We take our responsibility of providing special education services very
seriously and work to always do what is best for each individual student. Qur current population includes a number of students who qualify under the label of cognitive impairment. While not all of our students
with cognitive impairments participate in alternate assessments, |[EP teams collaborate to make each decision based on the individual needs of each student. Qur district has worked to improve our
understanding around state assessment participation and has improved our percentage from prior years. We will continue to educate each student as an individual and use the training provided to us by our
district 3nd ISD to grow our understanding and knowledge in the assessment decision making process.

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for madifications)
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